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Date: Mort, 18 Aug 1997 20:44:41 -0700 (PDT)

O From: Mail Delivery Subsystem <MAILER-DAEMON>
To: <rwoodard @ goldeneye.water.ca.gov>
Subject: Warning: could not send message for past 4 hours
Auto-Submitted: auto-generated (warning-timeout)

**      THIS IS A WARNING MESSAGE ONLY      **
** YOU DO NOT NEED TO RESEND YOUR MESSAGE **

The original message was received at Mon, 18 Aug 1997 16:27:18 -0700 (PDT)
from bdoc30 [136.200.148.237]

..... The following addresses had transient non-fatal errors .....
<Carol. Howe @ us.mw.com>

..... Transcript of session follows .....
451 <Carol.Howe@us.mw.com>... us.mw.com: Name server timeout
Warning: message still undelivered after 4 hours
Will keep trying until message is 5 days old

Reporting-MTA: dns; goldeneye.water.ca.gov

O Arrival-Date: Mon, 18 Aug 1997 16:27:18 -0700 (PDT)

Final-Recipient: RFC822; Carol.Howe @ us.mw.com
Action: delayed
Status: 4.4.3
Last-Attempt-Date: Mon, 18 Aug 1997 20:44:41 -0700 (PDT)
Will-Retry-Until: Sat, 23 Aug 1997 16:27:18-0700 (PDT)

Return-Path: <rwoodard @ goldeneye.water.ca.gov>
Received: from bdoc30 (bdoc30 [136.200.148.237])

by goldeneye.water.ca.gov (8.8.5/8.8.4) with SMTP
id QAA23829; Mon, 18 Aug 1997 16:27:18 -0700 (PDT)

Message-ld: <199708182327.QAA23829 @ goldeneye.water.ca.gov>
X-Sender: rwoodard @ goldeneye
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
Date: Mon, 18 Aug 1997 16:33:08 -0400
To: szwerner@ bullwinkle.ucdavis.edu
From: rwoodard @ goldeneye.water.ca.gov (Rick Woodard)
Subject: Comments on CALFED Draft Component Report
X-Mailer: <PC Eudora Version 1.4>

O Inge: Thanks for the comments. Here is a preliminary response to some of
the issues you raised.

Printed for rwoodard@goldeneye (Rick Woodard) 1

D--033963
D-033963



l Mail 08:44 PM 811 could not sendDelivery Subsy, 8/97, Warning: messag 2

1. I don’t recall that it was said in our August 6 meeting that ozonation
and filtration are too expensive. John Gaston, a consultant with CH2MHill
who is working for CALFED, provided an off the cuff cost figure, but I
thought I recalled that he was talking about installation of Granular
Activated Carbon facilities. Anyway, your point is well taken. All of the
municipal utilities taking water from the Delta already employ filtration,
as required by current regulations. Many, if not most of the larger
utilities using Delta water are also in the process of moving to ozone.
Therefore, it is certainly the case that these forms of treatment are not
too expensive to be used.

You are also quite correct in suggesting that research on ozonation
byproducts is ongoing, and that technological improvements can be
anticipated. Over the last two years, the Journal of the American Water
Works Association has been a particularly rich source of information on
current treatment research activities. The U.S. EPA and the AWWA Research
Foundation are providing direct support for a number of significant research
activities that should help develop the needed technologies. Though
promising research is ongoing, I believe it is still true as of today that
the presence of bromide in drinking water supplies does present special
treatment challenges, and that not all of the technological answers are in hand.

The choice of a Delta alternative will not be based on a unidimensional
O analysis of cost of facilities versus cost of treatment. Indeed, there are

many considerations involving ecosystem restoration and health, system
integrity, and water quality. An environmentally superior alternative
cannot be rejected on the basis of cost alone, and will not be so rejected
within the CALFED process. Rather, the alternative that is chosen will be
the best balance of all competing needs.

2. i agree CALFED should support development of bioassays using resident
species, in addition to the standard three species test.

3. The target ranges for bioaccumulating pollutants will be taken into
account to the extent that we can provide adequate scientific support for
the targets. I am sureyou would agree that successful extrapolation of
environmental concentrations to tissue concentrations is very difficult in
most cases. I believe that, as part of our adaptive management approach, we
should be engaging in studies designed to enable us to better understand
bioaccumulation phenomena affecting the species in the Bay-Delta estuary.

Finally, you asked whether it is acceptable for you to send your comments to
me. Of course that is just fine.

Thank you very much, Inge, for sacrificing your time to attend the August 6

O meeting of the Water Quality Technical Group. I have badly wanted to have
broader participation of environmental advocacy groups in this effort, and
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really appreciate your helping us to realize this goal. Also, thank you
for your thoughtful comments. They will be considered in developing our
future work products.

Best regards,
Rick
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